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OPINION 949 

CELLARIA ELLIS Sc SOLANDER, 1786 (BRYOZOA): USE OF THE 
PLENARY POWERS TO STABILIZE THE GENERIC NAME 
AND THREE SPECIES 
RULING: — (1) Under the plenary powers: 

(a) all type material for the nominal species Eschara fistulosa Linnaeus, 

1758, is hereby set aside and the specimen described by J. S. Ryland 
1968 (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 24 : 347, footnote) is hereby designated to 
be neotype of that species; 

(b) all type material for the nominal species Cellularia salicornia Pallas, 

1766, is hereby set aside and the specimen described by J. S. Ryland 
1968 (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 24 : 347, footnote) is hereby designated to 
be neotype of that species ; 

(c) all type material for the nominal species Cellaria salicornioides Lamou- 

roux, 1816, is hereby set aside and the specimen described by J. S. 
Ryland 1968 (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 24 : 349, footnote) is hereby 
designated to be neotype of that species; 

(d) the specific name farciminoides Ellis Sc Solander, 1786, as published in 

the binomen Cellaria farciminoides , is hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy; 

(e) all designations of type-species for the nominal genus Cellaria Ellis Sc 

Solander, 1 786, are hereby set aside, and the nominal species Farcimia 
sinuosa Hassall, 1840, is hereby designated to be type-species of that 
genus. 

(2) The generic name Cellaria Ellis Sc Solander, 1786 (gender : feminine), 
type-species, by designation under the plenary powers in (1) (e) above, Farcimia 
sinuosa Hassall, 1840, is hereby placed on the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology with the Name Number 1935. 

(3) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a ) fistulosa Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Eschara fistulosa , 

as defined by the neotype designated under the plenary powers in 
(1) (a) above (Name No. 2434); 

(b ) salicornioides Lamouroux, 1816, as published in the binomen Cellaria 

salicornioides , as defined by the neotype designated under the plenary 
powers in (1) (c) above (Name No. 2435); 

(c) sinuosa Hassall, 1840, as published in the binomen Farcimia sinuosa 

(type-species of Cellaria Ellis Sc Solander, 1786) (Name No. 2436). 

(4) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified : 

(a) farciminoides Ellis Sc Solander, 1786, as published in the binomen 
Cellaria farciminoides (as suppressed under the plenary powers in 
(1) (d) above) (Name No. 959); 
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(b) salicornia Pallas, 1766, as published in the binomen Cellularia salicornia 
(by the neotype designation made under the plenary powers in (1) (b) 
above, a junior objective synonym of Eschara fistulosa Linnaeus, 1758) 
(Name No. 960). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 1814) 

The present case was submitted to the office of the Commission by Dr. J. S. 
Ryland in July 1967. After some emendation Dr. Ryland’s paper was sent to 
the printer on 7 November 1967 and was published on 18 January 1968 in Bull, 
zool. Nomencl. 24 : 344-352. Public Notice of the possible use of the plenary 
powers in the present case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to 
the other prescribed serial publications (Constitution Art. 12b; Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 21 : 184). Dr. Anna Hastings commented that she favoured adop- 
tion of Dr. Ryland’s proposals 4 and 6. 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 9 April 1970 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote under 
the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (70)17 on the proposals set out in Bull, 
zool. Nomencl. 24 : 350-352. The Voting Paper was divided into three parts: 
in Part 1 Commissioners were invited to vote either for or against the use of the 
plenary powers in the present case; in Part 2 alternative proposals 1-4 were 
presented and in Part 3 alternative proposals 5 and 6. At the close of the 
prescribed voting period on 9 July 1970 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Part 1. Affirmative votes — eighteen (18), received in the following order: 
Holthuis, Bonnet, Vokes, Lemche, Jaczewski, Mayr, Tortonese, Eisenmann, 
Sabrosky, Evans, Brinck, Mertens, Starobogatov, Binder, Melville, Alvarado, 
Kraus, Ride. 

Negative votes — one (1): Simpson. 

Part 2. For alternative 1 — none (0). 

For Alternative 2 — two (2): Starobogatov, Alvarado. 

For Alternative 3 — four (4): Holthuis, Bonnet, Eisenmann, Sabrosky. 

For Alternative 4— twelve (12): Vokes, Lemche, Jaczewski, Mayr,* 
Tortonese, Evans, Brinck, Mertens, Binder, Melville, Kraus, Ride. 

Part 3. For Alternative 5 — none (0). 

For Alternative 6 — seventeen (17): Bonnet, Vokes, Lemche, Jaczewski, 
Mayr,* Tortonese, Eisenmann, Sabrosky, Evans, Brinck, Mertens, Starobogatov, 
Binder, Melville, Alvarado, Kraus, Ride. 

Voting Papers not returned — three (3): do Amaral, Forest, Munroe. 

The following comments were made by Commissioners in returning their 
votes: 

Dr. C. W. Sabrosky (8.vi.70): “A situation that is confused by names used 
ambiguously or diversely would best be clarified by complete removal of those 
names. Unfortunately, in the present case, such a course of action would 
remove all relevant names! If one followed the true facts, always a defensible 
course, in theory at least, one would have fistulosa for the Larger Bugle Coralline, 
with synonyms salicornia and farciminoides , but one would be left without a 



* Prof. Mayr requested that he be counted with the majority. 
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name for the Smaller, hardly a satisfactory solution. Inasmuch as sinuosa is the 
only name completely free of ambiguity or mixed usage, a choice that adopts it 
is desirable. I choose alternative 3 as more desirable than 4 because the latter 
uses fistulosa in a way contrary to the original.” 

Dr. O. Kraus (9.vii.70): “Dr. Ryland has studied the case very carefully, 
especially the work of early authors. But I think that an application should not 
only be an analysis of the situation together with a list of possible solutions. 
After careful discussion with other specialists etc. in the field concerned an 
application normally should present only one proposal, which is the preferable 
one from the point of view of usage and stability (or at most two alternatives, 
when the arguments for two solutions seem to be equal).” 

Original References 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official Lists 
and Index by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 

Cellaria Ellis & Solander, 1786, Nat. Hist. Zoophytes : 18 
farciminoides , Cellaria , Ellis & Solander, 1 786, Nat. Hist. Zoophytes : 26 
fistulosa , Eschara , Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 804 
salicornia , Cellularia , Pallas, 1766, Elench. zooph. : 61 
salicornioides , Cellaria , Lamouroux, 1816, Hist. Poly, corall.flex. : 127 
sinuosa , Farcimia , Hassall, 1840, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. 6 : 172 

CERTIFICATE 

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (70)17 were cast as set out above, 
that of the proposals contained in that Voting Paper Alternatives 4 and 6 have 
been adopted under the plenary powers, and that the decision so taken, being 
the decision of the International Commission, is truly recorded in the present 
Opinion No. 950. 

R. V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 

12 October 1970 



